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clearly—that the re-establishment of kingship was contrary to
all the oaths and protestations they had made and to the prin-
ciples for which they had taken up arms and shed so much
blood.1
On his side Cromwell wavered for a long time. He had
become extremely dissatisfied with his position in the state. He
told2 a meeting of a hundred officers of the army that they had
made him their drudge upon all occasions: they had forced him
to dissolve the Long Parliament and call the Nominated Parlia-
ment; they had wanted the first protectorate parliament to be
dissolved. They had introduced a militia bill into this parlia-
ment and it had been defeated; he had been against calling the
present parliament, but they had been confident they could get
men chosen to fulfil their desires. After these many failures it
was time to come to a settlement and to lay aside arbitrary
proceedings unacceptable to the nation. By the proceedings of
this parliament the need was clear for a check, or balancing
power, such as the house of lords or a body so constituted, for
the case of James Naylor3 might happen to be their case. This
speech explains very clearly Cromwell's attitude towards the
Petition and Advice. As he said, the title of king weighed with
him no more than a feather, but the Instrument was already
revealed as a very defective constitution and must be amended.
Ultimately he declined to become king in name, although he
was given the right to nominate his successor.
He never explained the reasons for his self-denial, but they
were probably two: he knew that many of the senior officers,
including his own relatives Fleetwood and John Disbrowe, were
unalterably opposed; he knew, too, that most of those he was
fond of referring to as the peculiar people, who were to God
as the apple of his eye—the honest interest of the nation—were
opposed to his becoming king. His hold over the army was so
strong that there was little doubt that, if he had wanted to
accept the title, he could have done so and dismissed the dis-
sentient officers without provoking mutiny. So long as the army
remained loyal he could have disregarded the protests of the
more sober elements of puritanism—their remonstrances would
hardly have been heard amidst the current denunciations of the
fifth-monarchy enthusiasts and levellers. Cromwell refused the
1 State Papers, Venetian, 1657-1659 (1931), p. 22.
* Carlyle, iii. 487-8.	3 See below, p. 194 n.

